me nrst point to oe maae aoout inese levels oi penetration into tne system is that they may constitute a roughly linear progression of sanctions. If the progression is not linear, then some interesting questions may arise. Is the pattern one of a decreasing acceleration of sanctions, such that each deeper point adds proportionately less to the cumulative sanction level? Is it one of an increasing acceleration, such that each point is progressively more severe? Is it curvilinear, wherein the greatest impact is in the middle somewhere, such as detention in a juvenile hall or the first court hearing? And of course one must immediately wonder whether there is one such curve more characteristic for first offenders and one more characteristic for multiple offenders, both with and without controls for the severity of the instant offense and charges.
The second point about these levels of penetration is that each permits the exercise of discretion with respect to two or more sanctions. The patrol officer may merely interrogate, he may fill out a field investigation card, he may reprimand or transport the juvenile to his school, home, or other site, and he may require a station appearance via citation or arrest. The station officer typically decides between arrest and booking or informal contact, and between outright release, release to parents (with "counseling"), diversion to a local agency, or initiating the court intake process (with or without detention). Similarly, intake personnel may choose between outright release, informal handling, court petitioning or diversion, and so on. Choices continue to be available at each succeeding point in the system, almost always ranging from release to enforced entry into the next point.
The importance of this description is that each alternative disposition at a given point of penetration represents a sanction. Thus each sanctioning point has several levels of sanctioning severity, producing sanctions within sanctions. The simple phrase "early sanctions," when applied to the actual processing available and employed within the justice system, yields unexpected complexities. Unless we restrict very severely our definition ofaks against
